U.S. Application No. 10/668,664 

Amendment and Response responsive to Non-Final Office Action dated June 10, 2009 
REMARKS 

The Non-Final Office Action mailed June 10, 2009 has been reviewed and these remarks 
are responsive thereto. Claims 1-45 have been examined and currently stand rejected. Claims 1- 
38 and 41 have been amended to correct minor informalities and to clarify the subject matter of 
the claims. Claims 25, 39, 40, and 42-45 are canceled without prejudice. No new matter is 
added. 

A. Claims 1-8 

The current Office Action rejects claims 1-8 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0056179 to Mori (hereinafter " Mori "). For at 
least the following reasons, Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection of claims 1-8. 

A prior art reference anticipates a claim of a patent application only when the prior art 
reference teaches each and every element of the claim. See Verdegaal Bros, v. Union Oil Co. of 
California , 814 F.2d 628, 631 (Fed. Cir. 1987) ("A claim is anticipated only if each and every 
element as set forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single 
prior art reference."). 

Among other elements, claim 1 recites "applying, by the one or more computing devices, 
to text characters in the portion of content those format attributes of the second set of format 
attributes that differ from the first set of format attributes in response to placing the portion of 
content at a location within the second region of content for the electronic document." As 
described in one non-limiting example in Applicants' specification, format attributes can include 
font face, font size, color, italics, and so on. 

Mori describes a system in which "a data file created by a general application is 
converted by an electronic original writer into an electronic original file. A book editing 
application provides the capability to edit the electronic original file." Mori , paragraph 70. 
Continuing, Mori explains that "the book editing application 104 provides the user with 
capability to read an edit and electronic original file or book file 103. However, it does not 
provide capability to edit contents of individual pages. Instead, it provides capability to edit 



-17- 



U.S. Application No. 10/668,664 

Amendment and Response responsive to Non-Final Office Action dated June 10, 2009 

chapters and books . . . made up of pages, which are the smallest units." Mori , paragraph 77. In 

addition, Mori explains that, 

a book file has a three-level structure modeled after a paper-based book. The top 
level, which is modeled after a book, is called "book" and defines attributes 
related to the entire book. The middle level directly below the top level 
corresponds to the chapter of a book and called "chapter." The bottom level, 
called "page," corresponds to the pages defined by an application program. Also, 
attributes can be defined for each page. One book may contain two or more 
chapters and one chapter may contain two or more pages. Mori , paragraph 87. 

The current Office Action suggests that paragraphs 192-197 of Mori teach "applying to 
the portion of content those format attributes of the second set of format attributes that differ 
from the first set of format attributes in response to placing the portion of content at a location 
within the electronic document." Paragraphs 1 9 1 - 1 98 of Mori discuss an "example of priority 
settings determined by user for pasting." Specifically, paragraphs 193-198 of Mori discuss "a 
right-click menu displayed during a drag and drop operation with the right mouse button. In this 
example, the user can select one of four options concerning an item to be pasted." Mori , 
paragraph 193. The first option "is to retain only page attributes, which specifies to retain 
settings at the page level and clear settings at the upper, chapter and document levels." Mori , 
paragraph 194. The second option "is to retain chapter and page attributes. This option applies 
chapter and page settings of the destination document if the user has not specified chapter and 
page settings and retains any chapter and page setting the user has made." Mori , paragraph 195. 
The third option "is to copy attributes of the source document to chapter attributes. This option 
causes what is displayed in the source document to be reproduced in the destination document." 
Mori , paragraph 196. The fourth option "is to clear all attributes. This option pastes data in a 
clean state as if it were newly created by the electronic original writer 102 instead of copying 
from an existing edited document." Mori , paragraph 197. 

None of the options discussed in paragraphs 194-197 of Mori involve applying format 
attributes to text characters, as recited by claim 1. For instance, applying chapter and page 
settings, as described in the "second option," does not teach applying format attributes to text 
characters. Rather, paragraph 91 of Mori explains that chapter setting information "contains 
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page layout, stapling, and other information unique to a given chapter." One of skill in the art 
would not interpret "page layout, stapling, and information unique to a chapter of a book" to be 
format attributes that could be applied to text characters. Furthermore, paragraph 92 of Mori 
explains that page information "contains information such as rotation angle and placement 
location of a given page." One of skill in the art would not interpret "rotation angle and 
placement location of a given page" to be format attributes that could be applied to text 
characters. Likewise, paragraph 90 of Mori explains that document settings "contain layout 
information such as page layout and function setting information about printers such as stapling." 
One of skill in the art would not interpret "page layout and function setting information about 
printers such as stapling" to be format attributes that could be applied to text characters. 
Therefore, one of skill in the art would not interpret the "document settings," "the chapter 
settings," and the "page settings" to be format attributes that could be applied to text characters. 

Furthermore, there is nothing else in Mori to suggest applying format attributes to text 
characters. In fact, paragraph 77 of Mori explains that the book editing application 104 "does 
not provide capability to edit contents of individual pages." Because the "book editing 
application 104" does not provide the capability to edit contents of individual pages, one of skill 
in the art would not assume that the "book editing application 104" applies format attributes to 
text characters in such pages. Therefore, Mori does not teach or suggest applying, by the one or 
more computing devices, to text characters in the portion of content those format attributes of the 
second set of format attributes that differ from the first set of format attributes in response to 
placing the portion of content at a location within the second region of content for the electronic 
document, as recited by claim 1. 

For at least these reasons, Mori does not teach or suggest all elements of claim 1. 
Because Mori does not teach or suggest all elements of claim 1, Mori does not anticipate claim 1. 
Claims 2-8 depend from claim 1. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request the withdrawal of 
the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) of claims 1-8. 
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B. Claims 9-16 

The current Office Action rejects claims 9-16 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Mori . For at least the following reasons, Applicants respectfully traverse the 
rejection of claims 9-16. 

Among other elements, claim 9 recites "the format module, when executed by the 
processing unit, further operable to apply to text characters in the portion of content those format 
attributes of the second set of format attributes that differ from the first set of format attributes, in 
response to the copy module placing the portion of content at the destination." 

Although this element of claim 9 is not identical to the element of claim 1 discussed 
above, the reasoning above with regard to claim 1 demonstrates that Mori does not teach or 
suggest this element of claim 9. Claims 10-16 depend from claim 9. Accordingly, Applicants 
respectfully request the withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) of claims 9-16. 

C. Claims 17-22 

The current Office Action rejects claims 17-22 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Mori . For at least the following reasons, Applicants respectfully traverse the 
rejection of claims 17-22. 

Among other elements, claim 17 recites "determining, by the one or more computing 
devices, if any of the portion of content to be copied contains direct formatting attributes, the 
direct formatting attributes applied to emphasized text characters in the portion of content." 

As discussed above with regard to claim 1, the "document settings," the "chapter 
settings," and the "page settings" of Mori do not suggest format attributes that can be applied to 
text characters. Therefore, the "document settings," the "chapter settings," and the "page 
settings" of Mori are not applied to emphasized text characters in the portion of content, as 
recited by claim 17. Because Mori does not teach or suggest all elements of claim 17, Mori does 
not anticipate claim 17. Claims 18-22 depend from claim 17. Accordingly, Applicants 
respectfully request the withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) of claims 17-22. 

D. Claims 23-29 
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The current Office Action rejects claims 23-29 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Mori . For at least the following reasons, Applicants respectfully traverse the 
rejection of claims 23-29. 

Among other elements, claim 23 recites "determining, by the one or more computing 
devices, if any of the portion of content contains direct formatting attributes, the direct 
formatting attributes applied to emphasized text characters in the portion of content." Although 
this element of claim 23 is not identical to the element of claim 17 discussed above, the 
reasoning above with regard to claim 17 demonstrates that Mori does not teach or suggest this 
element of claim 23. Claims 24-29 depend from claim 23. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 
request the withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) of claims 23-29. 

E. Claims 30-37 

The current Office Action rejects claims 30-37 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Mori . For at least the following reasons, Applicants respectfully traverse the 
rejection of claims 30-37. 

Among other elements, claim 30 recites "applying, by the one or more computing 
devices, to text characters in the portion of content those format attributes of the second set of 
format attributes that differ from the first set of format attributes in response to placing the 
portion of content at a location of the second electronic document." Although this element of 
claim 30 is not identical to the element of claim 1 discussed above, the reasoning above with 
regard to claim 1 demonstrates that Mori does not teach or suggest this element of claim 30. 
Claims 31-37 depend from claim 30. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request the 
withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) of claims 30-37. 

F. Claims 38 and 41 

The current Office Action rejects claims 38 and 41 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Mori. For at least the following reasons, Applicants respectfully traverse the 
rejection of claims 38 and 41. 
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Among other elements, claim 38 recites "if the text character is not marked as having one 
or more direct formatting attributes, applying to the text character those formatting attributes of 
the second dynamic style sheet that differ from the first dynamic style sheet." Claim 38 also 
recites "applying the determined formatting attribute to the text character." 

Although these elements of claim 38 are not identical to the element of claim 1 discussed 
above, the reasoning above with regard to claim 1 demonstrates that Mori does not teach or 
suggest these elements of claim 38. Claim 41 depends from claim 38. Accordingly, Applicants 
respectfully request the withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) of claims 38 and 
41. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicants respectfully submit that 
the present application is in condition for allowance. Reconsideration and reexamination of the 
application and allowance of the claims at an early date are hereby solicited. If the Examiner has 
any questions or comments concerning this matter, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
Applicants' undersigned attorney at the number below. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees as set forth in §§ 38 
CFR 1.16 to 1.18 which may be required for entry of these papers or to credit any overpayment 
to Deposit Account No. 13-2725. 

Respectfully submitted, 
MERCHANT & GOULD P.C. 
P.O. Box 2903 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402-0903 
(612) 332-5300 

Date: September 10, 2009 /Albert W. Vredeveld/ 

Name: Albert W. Vredeveld 
Reg. No.: 60,315 
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